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To:

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTI-I. EDUCATIO:!. AND WELFARE
PUBLIC llZALTH SEPWICE

,HEALTH l?ESOUllCESADMIN1 STP&TION
Itockville, ~laryland ~0852

BUREAU

..

OF HEALT~l’MSOURCES
D~”LOPMENT

IWP COO:RDINATOM , RAG CHAIXilEN, GRANTEES , REGIONAL DIEXCTTS
and KGIONAL HEALTH ADMINISTWTORS

,

SUBJECT : Compliance with Court Order -.
“i
I

‘.In accordance with the February 7~ 1974 Order o; Judge Thamas A.

Plannery, in the Case of National Association of Regional Medical

Programs v. Weinbergert the’ following actions are taken: ~
● .

1. The RMPS documents listed below are hereby rescirkled:I

a. Telegram of February 2, 1973, signed by Harold

Margulies~ M.D.? announcing ths phaseout of the
RW program;

b. Letter of February 42, 1973, signed by Harold
lfarcy~liesr?4.D.~ refining and clarifying t?:e
ab~ve te~ecjram d~Ld specifying requirements for

c*

d.

e.

9

‘~haseout plans;

Telegram of July 58 1973, signed by Herbert B.
Pahl, Ph.D., concerning RNPS snpport through
Septerber 30, 1973, znd limitations on expendi-
ture of tke awarded $6.9 million Fiscal Year

1973 balance; (See attachments)

Letter of September ?, 1973, signed by Herbert B.

Pahl, Ph.D., specifying MFS application instruc-
tions for Fiscal Year 1974;

All IWPS vzcitten conununications Stating or implyin9
that the amount of Federal funds available for
oblicjation and exper.clitureun~er Title IX Of the

Public Health Service Act are less than the full

amou!!tapprcpr’iated or otherwise made available
by Cocgress for Fiscal Years 1973 and 1974;

.
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MAR 61974

dA 1 other RMPS written communications or portions
ereof that are contrary to the letter or intent

of the Court Order. I

requirement, either expressed or implied, that the
of Title IX funds is restricted to the five “Priority
Option” areas enumerated in the September 7, 1973, ‘

application instructions is specifically rescinded.

3. The June 30, 1974, termination d~~e for expenditure
Title IX funds is specifically rescinded.

of’PHS .

4.
/

The F4P Mission Sta@ment approved by Council on May 11,
1971, and issued on June 30, 1971, is reitistated.

Nothing in this notice of rescission changes the amount awarded,
-or the conditions of any contract, or removes any I@@ National
Advisoqr Cou.ncil-recommended condition of a grant award. The current

grants will be amended to extend the budget period through June 30,
1975. Ordinarily, Regional Medical Program may exercise reasonable

discretion in interpreting and applying the above instructions. Where

there is subs=azztialdoubt with respect to the meaning or applicability
of these in s.Fecific cases, the Regions are expected to contact the

Director, Division of Regional Medical Programs, for necessary
clarification.

Herbert B. Pahl, Ph.D.
Acting Director
Divisi”on of Regional Medical Programs

Enclosures
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,
r ATTACHMENT I

.

In June 1973, $6.9 million remaining from the then apportioned fi:
1973 funds was a}iardedto the Regional !kdical Programs. On imst:

cal year
uctions

from the Department, amounts wer; awarded to individual Regions b~sed on
needs and conditions existing at that time. All but five Regions ~received
sorceportion of the funds awarded, Expenditure of these funds by RMPs,
however, was not permitted pending a future announcement by llEV!o

{

the
. purposes for which the funds could be spent.

The Court Order of February 7,
‘{’

1974, called for release of the re.trictcd
.

funds for expenditure, and accordir.gly,D!WIPhas recalculated the distri-
$bution of the $6.9 million fiscal year 1973 year-end balance in o clerto

utili~e the released funds effectively and insure that e~.cllof th

i

53 R..!PS
receives its appropriate share. The revised amount shk’n in ).ttahment
II for each Region has been calculated using the same method as t e
October 1, 1973 and January 1, 1974 RXP awards. If the amount aw.drded
to your Region in June 1973 is less than that shown in Attachment !11,.—
you will soon receivean mencied award for the difference. If yGLll”

Region has received more than its revised share of the June 1975 distri-
bution, the differen=ill be subtracted from the amount to be awarded
subsequent to t}.eJune 1974 Council review.

Funds may be used for program activi.ties that are coilsistent with
Title IX of the FHS Act and the “NW Mission Statement” of June 30,
1971. To keep our records on your pro:ral~”up-to-do.te,we will need
updated or new page 15’s and p~~e 16’s on the activities for which
the funds are alloczted. Please send the necessa~~ documentation
to your C@eraticms Officer in the Division of Regional Nedical Programs
no lat’er~han AFril 15, 1S74. While your plan “foruse of these funds
i.S not suDJcct to D’R~\Frevi~”;$ any “ne~;’factivities funded should, of
course, receive normal review and-approval locally.
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REGIOU DISTRIBUTION

.$. 118,117 ‘
93,79.9

. 138,266
103,526. ....“.. .;Jfj,[,29 ,.
7613481

7. central ?:.Y. (61,1.43

8. ,colo./Vyo. 96,578

9. Connecticut 138,961

10. F1.orid.3 196,630
11. Georgia .224,422

12. Grezter lkla. Val. 170,227 ..
9h,494
232,g65
87,%6
218,[;64
80,598
135,487
133,403
77;819
84,072
65,312
142,,!i35
6S,7S6
180,649
93,799
M3,825
135,487
83,377 *
52>806
183,429
“1OO,O52
132,013
168,838
35,433
72,955
132,013
143,1.30
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39.
40.
&l.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.
f&7.
48.
49.
50.
5?..
52.
53.

,

.

. .
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Oklahoma
Oregon
Puerto Rico . ‘

Rochester
“So. Carolina

So. Dakota
Susq. Valley

‘1’enn.Ni.d. So.
Texas
Tri-State
Sirginia
Wash./Al.asl<a
k:est Virf:,irlia

Western 1;3. ‘
~yi~~~a~i~~

Total

I

‘.

#

-.-, .

64,617
83,377
87,546
80,598
14.3,6L38
34,742,

64,617 ‘
189,(j32
]i+5,909
163,974
105,611 .
1.57,026
87,M 6
120>252
155,637
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